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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on October 
12, 2004 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. In response to the amendment received on September 2, 2004 and entered as 
per the RCE received October 12, 2004: 

a. Claims 1-21 are pending; 

b. The 1 1 2 rejection has been overcome in light of the amendment to claim 
13; 

c. The prior art rejections of record stand as modified in light of the 
amendments to the independent claims. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 10-12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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Now that claim 8 recites that the casing has a cross-section shaped as a pair of 
glasses, the limitations of claim 1 1 (circular cross-sections) is not held to be within the 
scope of claim 8 since a circular cross-section is not held to within the cross-sectional 
shape now defined in claim 8. Applicant is advised to delete claim 1 1 . Likewise the 
scope of claim 10 includes a cross-section which is completely shaped like a circular arc 
and the scope and extent of which claim 10 falls within the currently defined cross- 
sectional shape as a pair of glasses, is not clear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO '008 in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,819,917 (Nicholson) and U.S. Design Patent 
No. D 433,562 (Redlinger). 

WO '008 discloses a case including a main body 2 having a first opening portion 
at one and a bottom surface 7 at the other end, and a lid portion 1 having a second 
opening at one end of the lid portion and a head portion at the opposing end, a plural 
projection trains 1 1 run along the length of the main body to the bottom of the body (first 
and second trains) a third projection train 6 is formed on the lid and is adapted to 
engage any of the projection trains on the main body (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 1). 
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The body and lid have a circular cross section (Fig. 1 and abstract) which is 
inherently made up of plural circular arc segments (as applied to claims 2 and 3). 

Projection portion of trains , 1 1 at the bottom of the body 2 are "substantially the 
same diameter" as the opening of the lid. The term substantially renders a degree of 
latitude to the diameters being exactly the same and thus can be slightly larger or 
smaller so long as they are about the same diameter and permit the same insertion of 
the body into the lid (as applied to claim 6). 

The differences between claims 1, 5 and 7 and WO '008 are that WO '008 does 
not teach of providing a through-hole in the head portion of the lid and wherein the mai 
body stores a battery (claim 1), of the bottom surface expanded toward the outside via 
circumferential ring (claim 5), wherein the through hole has a concave portion and a 
cylindrical portion (claim 7). 

With respect to storing batteries in the container (claim 1): 

WO '008 is broadly drawn to a container which can be used as a container for 
any object. 

Nicholson discloses providing a cylindrical accessory casing 10 wherein the 
objects stored in the casing are batteries. 

Selection of the particular object for storing is a matter of intended use for the 
container of WO '008 and one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
configure the size of the container of WO '008 to fit any number of cylindrical objects 
including batteries. The storage of batteries in a cylindrical accessory casing being 
known in the art as shown by Nicholson. 
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With respect to the lid having a through hole (claims 1, 5 and 7): 

Nicholson discloses that an attachment means provided to at least one of the 
cover or body of the casing 10 permits attachment of the casing 10 to other devices 
(see Fig. 1). 

Redlinger shows a lid having a through hole in the head portion of the lid wherein 
the hole is disposed in a central area of the lid and has a concave portion and cylindrical 
portion (Figs. 1-4). 

The motivation for providing a through hole in the head portion of the lid is that 
provides a an attachment point on the container and permits attaching the container to 
other means. 

The motivation for configuring the lid to have the through hole placed and 
configured as defined in claims 5 and 7 permits attachment of the container to a key 
ring whereat additional elements can also be attached to the ring. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of WO '008 by providing a 
through hole in the head portion of the lid since it would have provided a an attachment 
point on the container and permitted attaching the container to other means. 

It would have further been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of WO '008 by configuring the 
lid to have the through hole since it would have permitted attachment of the container to 
a key ring whereat additional elements could also be attached to the ring. 

Response to Arguments 
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7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -3 and 5-7 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is held that further amending claims 1-3 and 5-7 to include the particular object 
stored in the container is not a novel contribution and therefore not patentably distinct 
over the prior art rejection above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rosier in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,819,917 (Nicholson) and U.S. Design Patent No. D 
433,562 (Redlinger). 

Rosier discloses a case including a main body 1 having a first opening portion at 
one and a bottom surface V at the other end, and a lid portion 2 having a second 
opening at one end of the lid portion and a head portion at the opposing end, a plural 
projection trains 3 run along the length of the main body to the bottom of the body (first 
and second trains) a third projection train 4 is formed on the lid and is adapted to 
engage any of the projection trains on the main body (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 1). 

The body and lid have a circular cross section (Fig. 2) which is inherently made 
up of plural circular arc segments (as applied to claims 2 and 3). 

The bottom surface 1' is expanded toward the outside via a circumferential ring 
(Figs. 1 and 2 as applied to claim 4). 

Projection portion of trains 3 at the bottom of the body 2 are "substantially the 
same diameter" as the opening of the lid. The term substantially renders a degree of 
latitude to the diameters being exactly the same and thus can be slightly larger or 
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smaller so long as they are about the same diameter and permit the same insertion of 
the body into the lid (as applied to claim 6). 

The differences between claims 1 , 5 and 7 and Rosier are that Rosier does not 
teach of providing a through-hole in the head portion of the lid and of the container 
having a battery stored in the main body (claim 1), of the head portion having a space 
portion between the hole and body (claim 4), wherein the through hole has a concave 
portion and a cylindrical portion (claim 7). 
With respect to storing batteries in the container (claim 1 ): 

Rosier is broadly drawn to a container which can be used as a container for any 
number of items. 

Nicholson discloses providing a cylindrical accessory casing 10 wherein the 
objects stored in the casing are batteries. 

Selection of the particular object for storing is a matter of intended use for the 
container of Rosier and one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
configure the size of the container of Rosier to fit any number of cylindrical objects 
including batteries. The storage of batteries in a cylindrical accessory casing being 
known in the art as shown by Nicholson. 
With respect to the lid having a through hole (claims 1 , 5 and 7): 

Nicholson discloses that an attachment means provided to at least one of the 
cover or body of the casing 10 permits attachment of the casing 10 to other devices 
(see Fig. 1). 
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Redlinger shows a lid having a through hole in the head portion of the lid wherein 
the hole is disposed in a central area of the lid and has a concave portion and cylindrical 
portion (Figs. 1-4). 

The motivation for providing a through hole in the head portion of the lid is that 
provides a an attachment point on the container and permits attaching the container to 
other means. 

The motivation for configuring the lid to have the through hole placed and 
configured as defined in claims 5 and 7 permits attachment of the container to a key 
ring whereat additional elements can also be attached to the ring. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of Rosier by providing a 
through hole in the head portion of the lid since it would have provided a an attachment 
point on the container and permitted attaching the container to other means. 

It would have further been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of Rosier by configuring the lid 
to have the through hole since it would have permitted attachment of the container to a 
key ring whereat additional elements could also be attached to the ring. 

Response to Arguments 
9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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It is held that further amending claims 1-7 to include the particular object stored 
in the container is not a novel contribution and therefore not patentably distinct over the 
prior art rejection above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. Claims 16 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rosier in view of Nicholson. 

The case comprises a first projection train 3 on the body 1 near the bottom 
surface of the body and a second projection train 4 formed on the lid 2 near the open 
end of the lid, wherein the second projection train is adapted to engage the first 
projection train (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 16). 

The body and lid have a circular cross section (Fig. 2) which is inherently made 
up of plural circular arc segments (as applied to claims 18 and 19). 

Plural projection trains are formed on the main body along the span of the body 
and thus there is a multiple projection trains formed on the main body near the bottom 
surface and the second projection train (on the lid) is adapted to engage the projection 
trains (first or third trains) on the main body (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 20). 

The difference between claim 16 and Rosier is that Rosier does not teach of the 
main body storing a battery. 

Nicholson discloses providing a cylindrical accessory casing 1 0 wherein the 
objects stored in the casing are batteries. 

Selection of the particular object for storing is a matter of intended use for the 
container of Rosier and one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
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configure the size of the container of Rosier to fit any number of cylindrical objects 
including batteries. The storage of batteries in a cylindrical accessory casing being 
known in the art as shown by Nicholson. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 6 and 1 9-20 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is held that further amending claim 16 and 18-20 to include the particular object 
stored in the container is not a novel contribution and therefore not patentably distinct 
over the prior art rejection above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. Claims 16 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO '008 in view of 

The case comprises a first projection train 1 1 on the body 2 near the bottom 
surface of the body and a second projection train 6 formed on the lid 1 near the open 
end of the lid, wherein the second projection train is adapted to engage the first 
projection train (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 16). 

The body and lid have a circular cross section (Fig. 1 and abstract) which is 
inherently made up of plural circular arc segments (as applied to claims 18 and 19). 

Plural projection trains are formed on the main body along the span of the body 
and thus there is a multiple projection trains formed on the main body near the bottom 
surface and the second projection train (on the lid) is adapted to engage the projection 
trains (first or third trains) on the main body (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 20). 
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The difference between claim 16 and WO '008 is that WO '008 does not teach of 
the main body storing a battery. 

Nicholson discloses providing a cylindrical accessory casing 10 wherein the 
objects stored in the casing are batteries. 

Selection of the particular object for storing is a matter of intended use for the 
container of WO '008 and one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
configure the size of the container of WO '008 to fit any number of cylindrical objects 
including batteries. The storage of batteries in a cylindrical accessory casing being 
known in the art as shown by Nicholson. 

Response to Arguments 

1 3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 6 and 1 8-20 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is held that further amending claim 16 and 18-20 to include the particular object 
stored in the container is not a novel contribution and therefore not patentably distinct 
over the prior art rejection above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 5. Claim 1 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Rosier in 
view of U.S. Design Patent No. D 433,562 (Redlinger). 
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The teachings of claims 16 with respect to Rosier have been discussed above 
and are incorporated herein. 

The difference between claim 17 and Rosier is that Rosier does not teach of 
providing a through-hole in the head portion of the lid (claim 17). 

Rosier is broadly drawn to a container which can be used as a container for any 
number of items. 

Redlinger shows a lid having a through hole in the head portion of the lid wherein 
the hole is disposed in a central area of the lid and has a concave portion and cylindrical 
portion (Figs. 1-4). 

The motivation for providing a through hole in the head portion of the lid is that 
provides a an attachment point on the container and permits attaching the container to 
other means. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of Rosier by providing a 
through hole in the head portion of the lid since it would have provided a an attachment 
point on the container and permitted attaching the container to other means. 
16. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over WO '008 
in view of U.S. Design Patent No. D 433,562 (Redlinger). 

The teachings of claims 16 with respect to WO '008 have been discussed above 
and are incorporated herein. 

The difference between claim 17 and WO '008 is that WO '008 does not teach of 
providing a through-hole in the head portion of the lid (claim 17). 
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WO '008 is broadly drawn to a container which can be used as a container for 
any number of items. 

Redlinger shows a lid having a through hole in the head portion of the lid wherein 
the hole is disposed in a central area of the lid and has a concave portion and cylindrical 
portion (Figs. 1-4). 

The motivation for providing a through hole in the head portion of the lid is that 
provides a an attachment point on the container and permits attaching the container to 
other means. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of WO '008 by providing a 
through hole in the head portion of the lid since it would have provided a an attachment 
point on the container and permitted attaching the container to other means. 
1 7. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosier in 
view of U.S. Design Patent No. D 433,562 (Redlinger). 

The teachings of claims 1 6 with respect to Rosier have been discussed above 
and are incorporated herein. 

The differences between claim 21 and Rosier is that Rosier does not teach of the 
casing having a cross-sectional shape as a pair of glasses. 

The combination of Rosier in view of Nicholson is held to obviate placing 
batteries in the cylindrical casing. 

It is further known in the battery art to place 2 electrical cell in a side-by-side 
arrangement as show in Fig. 1 of Shim. 
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The particular shape of the casing is held to be a matter of design choice and 
further obvious in light of Shim for the purposes of placing two cells in a side-by-side 
relationship in a single battery casing. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of Rosier in view of Nicholson 
by configuring the casing to have a cross-sectional shape as a pair of glasses since it 
would have provided a side-by-side arrangement of the batteries in a single battery 
casing. 

1 8. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over WO '008 
in view of U.S. Design Patent No. D 433,562 (Redlinger). 

The teachings of claims 16 with respect to WO '008 have been discussed above 
and are incorporated herein. 

The difference between claim 21 and WO '008 is that WO '008 does not teach of 
the casing having a cross-sectional shape as a pair of glasses. 

The combination of WO '008 in view of Nicholson is held to obviate placing 
batteries in the cylindrical casing. 

It is further known in the battery art to place 2 electrical cell in a side-by-side 
arrangement as show in Fig. 1 of Shim. 

The particular shape of the casing is held to be a matter of design choice and 

j 

further obvious in light of Shim for the purposes of placing two cells in a side-by-side 
relationship in a single battery casing. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of WO "008 in view of 
Nicholson by configuring the casing to have a cross-sectional shape as a pair of glasses 
since it would have provided a side-by-side arrangement of the batteries in a single 
battery casing. 

Response to Arguments 

1 9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 7 and 21 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant makes no further specific arguments to the particular rejection of claim 
1 7 above and claim 21 is a newly presented claim which as not previously been 
considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20. Claims 8, 10 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO '008 in view of Nicholson and Design Patent No. 409,560 (Shim). 

WO '008 discloses a case including a main body 2 having a first opening portion 
at one and a bottom surface 7 at the other end, and a lid portion 1 having a second 
opening at one end of the lid portion and a head portion at the opposing end, a plural 
projection trains 1 1 run along the length of the main body to the bottom of the body (first 
and second trains) and another projection train 6 is formed on the lid and is adapted to 
engage any of the projection trains on the main body (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 8). 

Projection portion of trains 1 1 at the bottom of the body 2 are "substantially the 
same diameter" as the opening of the lid. The term substantially renders a degree of 
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latitude to the diameters being exactly the same and thus can be slightly larger or 
smaller so long as they are about the same diameter and permit the same insertion of 
the body into the lid (as applied to claim 14). 

The differences between claims 8 and WO '008 are that WO '008 does not teach 
of the main body having a cross-section shaped as a pair of glasses (claim 8). 
With respect to storing batteries in the container (claim 8): 

WO '008 is broadly drawn to a container which can be used as a container for 
any object. 

Nicholson discloses providing a cylindrical accessory casing 10 wherein the 
objects stored in the casing are batteries. 

Selection of the particular object for storing is a matter of intended use for the 
container of WO '008 and one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
configure the size of the container of WO '008 to fit any number of cylindrical objects 
including batteries. The storage of batteries in a cylindrical accessory casing being 
known in the art as shown by Nicholson. 

With respect to configuring the case of WO '008 in view of Nicholson to have a cross- 
sectional shape as a pair of glasses: 

The combination of WO '008 in view of Nicholson is held to obviate placing 
batteries in the cylindrical casing. 

It is further known in the battery art to place 2 electrical cell in a side-by-side 
arrangement as show in Fig. 1 of Shim (as applied to claim 8). 
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The design of Shim comprises a shape having cross-sections at least a part of 
which are shaped like a circular arc (as applied to claim 10). 

The particular shape of the casing is held to be a matter of design choice and 
further obvious in light of Shim for the purposes of placing two cells in a side-by-side 
relationship in a single battery casing. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of WO '008 in view of 
Nicholson by configuring the casing to have a cross-sectional shape as a pair of glasses 
since it would have provided a side-by-side arrangement of the batteries in a single 
battery casing. 

21. Claims 9, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over WO '008 in view of Nicholson and Shim as applied to claim 8 above, and further in 
view of Redlinger. 

The differences not yet discussed are of the head portion and through-hole 
arrangement defined in claims 9, 13 and 15. 

Nicholson discloses that an attachment means provided to at least one of the 
cover or body of the casing 1 0 permits attachment of the casing 1 0 to other devices 
(see Fig. 1 ). 

Redlinger shows a lid having a through hole in the head portion of the lid wherein 
the hole is disposed in a central area of the lid and has a concave portion and cylindrical 
portion (Figs. 1-4). 
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The motivation for providing a through hole in the head portion of the lid is that 
provides a an attachment point on the container and permits attaching the container to 
other means. 

The motivation for configuring the lid to have the through hole placed and 
configured as defined in claims 9, 13 and 15 permits attachment of the container to a 
key ring whereat additional elements can also be attached to the ring. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of WO '008 by providing a 
through hole in the head portion of the lid since it would have provided a an attachment 
point on the container and permitted attaching the container to other means. 

It would have further been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of WO '008 by configuring the 
lid to have the through hole since it would have permitted attachment of the container to 
a key ring whereat additional elements could also be attached to the ring. 

Response to Arguments 

22. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 8-1 5 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is held that further amending claims 8-15 to include the a particular shape to 
the container is obvious in light of the rejection above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

23. Claims 8, 10, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rosier in view of Nicholson and Design Patent No. 409,560 (Shim). 
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Rosier discloses a case including a main body 1 having a first opening portion at 
one and a bottom surface 1* at the other end, and a lid portion 2 having a second 
opening at one end of the lid portion and a head portion at the opposing end, a plural 
projection trains 3 run along the length of the main body to the bottom of the body (first 
and second trains) a third projection train 4 is formed on the lid and is adapted to 
engage any of the projection trains on the main body (Fig. 1 as applied to claim 8). 

The bottom surface 1' is expanded toward the outside via a circumferential ring 
(Figs. 1 and 2 as applied to claim 12). 

Projection portion of trains 3 at the bottom of the body 2 are "substantially the 
same diameter" as the opening of the lid. The term substantially renders a degree of 
latitude to the diameters being exactly the same and thus can be slightly larger or 
smaller so long as they are about the same diameter and permit the same insertion of 
the body into the lid (as applied to claim 14). 

The differences between claims 8 and 10 and Rosier are that Rosier does not 
teach of the main body having a cross-section shaped as a pair of glasses (claim 8) with 
the bodies having only a part of which is shaped like a circular arc (claim 10): 
With respect to storing batteries in the container: 

Rosier is broadly drawn to a container which can be used as a container for any 

object. 

Nicholson discloses providing a cylindrical accessory casing 10 wherein the 
objects stored in the casing are batteries. 
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Selection of the particular object for storing is a matter of intended use for the 
container of Rosier and one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
configure the size of the container of Rosier to fit any number of cylindrical objects 
including batteries. The storage of batteries in a cylindrical accessory casing being 
known in the art as shown by Nicholson. 

With respect to configuring the case of Rosier in view of Nicholson to have a cross- 
sectional shape as a pair of glasses: 

The combination of Rosier in view of Nicholson is held to obviate placing 
batteries in the cylindrical casing. 

It is further known in the battery art to place 2 electrical cell in a side-by-side 
arrangement as show in Fig. 1 of Shim (as applied to claim 8). 

The design of Shim comprises a shape having cross-sections which only a part 
of which are shaped like a circular arc (as applied to claim 10). 

The particular shape of the casing is held to be a matter of design choice and 
further obvious in light of Shim for the purposes of placing two cells in a side-by-side 
relationship in a single battery casing. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of Rosier in view of Nicholson 
by configuring the casing to have a cross-sectional shape as a pair of glasses since it 
would have provided a side-by-side arrangement of the batteries in a single battery 
casing. 
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24. Claims 9, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rosier in view of Nicholson and Shim as applied to claim 8 above, and further in 
view of Redlinger. 

The differences not yet discussed are of the head portion and through-hole 
arrangement defined in claims 9, 13 and 15. 

Nicholson discloses that an attachment means provided to at least one of the 
cover or body of the casing 1 0 permits attachment of the casing 1 0 to other devices 
(see Fig. 1). 

Redlinger shows a lid having a through hole in the head portion of the lid wherein 
the hole is disposed in a central area of the lid and has a concave portion and cylindrical 
portion (Figs. 1-4). 

The motivation for providing a through hole in the head portion of the lid is that 
provides an attachment point on the container and permits attaching the container to 
other means. 

The motivation for configuring the lid to have the through hole placed and 
configured as defined in claims 9, 13 and 15 permits attachment of the container to a 
key ring whereat additional elements can also be attached to the ring. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of Rosier by providing a 
through hole in the head portion of the lid since it would have provided a an attachment 
point on the container and permitted attaching the container to other means. 
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It would have further been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
claimed invention was made to modify the teachings of Rosier by configuring the lid to 
have the through hole since it would have permitted attachment of the container to a 
key ring whereat additional elements could also be attached to the ring. 

Response to Arguments 
25. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 8-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

It is held that further amending claims 8-15 to include the a particular shape to 
the container is obvious in light of the rejection above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregg Cantelmo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1283. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 9 a.m. to 6 
p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Pat Ryan, can be reached on (571) 272-1292. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
FAXES received after 4 p.m. will not be processed until the following business day. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Gregg Cantelmo 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1745 



